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THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

• Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 
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2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)M This action is non-final. 
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closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
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6) H Claim(s) 1-17 is/are rejected. 
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10) D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This non-final office action is in response to the remarks filed 20 June 2005. 

2. Claims 1-17 are pending. Claims 1, 5, 10 and 15 are pending. The rejection of 
claims 1-17 under 35 U.S.C. 102 have been withdrawn as necessitated by the remarks. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Brown et al. (US 6278448, filed 17 February 1998, hereafter Brown) and further in view 
of Barlow et al. (US 6275935, filed 17 April 1998, hereafter Barlow). 

In regard to independent claim 1 , Brown discloses rendering source code that 
defines said data input screen in said client device (Brown Col 2 Lines 4-51 i.e. client 
applications the communicate with server computers to receive components which allow 
users to enter information); defining an executable script within said source code; and 
executing said executable script in response to user input (Brown Col 14 Lines 44-48 
and Col 16 Lines 47-49). 
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Brown fails to specifically disclose rendering the data input screen inaccessible to 
prevent user input. However, Barlow discloses rendering the data input screen 
inaccessible to prevent user input (column 1, line 66- column 2, line 10). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention to have combined Brown's method with Barlow's method, since it 
would have allowed a user to restrict access to data (Barlow: column 2, lines 8-10). 

In regard to dependent claim 2, Brown and Barlow disclose the limitations similar 
to those in claim 1 , and the same rejection is incorporated herein. Brown further 
discloses wherein said source code comprises a tag-based language. (Brown Col 15 
Lines 20-35) 

In regard to dependent claim 3, Brown and Barlow disclose the limitations similar 
to those in claim 2, and the same rejection is incorporated herein. Brown further 
discloses wherein said source code defines a membrane layer at a higher z-index level 
than other Web page elements, and said step of executing said executable script further 
comprises changing a visibility attribute of said membrane layer (Brown Col 1 1 Lines 
43-67 and Col 12 Lines 1-43 and Col 7 Lines 49-65 i.e. a z-index that is defined and 
also layers). 

In regard to dependent claim 4, Brown and Barlow disclose the limitations similar 
to those in claim 1 , and the same rejection is incorporated herein. Brown further 
discloses wherein said data input screen is received from a remote server and said step 
of executing said executable script is performed solely on said client device without any 
further processing by said remote server. (Brown Col 2 Lines 4-51 i.e. client applications 
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the communicate with server computers to receive components which allow users to 
enter information) 

In regard to dependent claim 5, Brown discloses a central processing unit; a 
memory; a user input device; a display; and a browser adapted to render said input 
screen on said display. (Brown Col 4 Lines 55-67 and Col 5 Lines 1-24 i.e. describes a 
computer system used to carry out the process) 

Brown fails to specifically disclose rendering the data input screen inaccessible to 
prevent user input. However, Barlow discloses rendering the data input screen 
inaccessible to prevent user input (column 1, line 66- column 2, line 10). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicant's invention to have combined Brown's method with Barlow's method, since it 
would have allowed a user to restrict access to data (Barlow: column 2, lines 8-10) 

In regard to dependent claim 6, Brown and Barlow disclose the limitations similar 
to those in claim 5, and the same rejection is incorporated herein. Brown further 
discloses wherein said executable code is executed in response to user input. (Brown 
Col 14 Lines 44-48 and Col 16 Lines 47-49) 

In regard to dependent claims 7 and 16, claims 7 and 16 reflect the same subject 
matter claimed in claim 2 and is rejected along the same rationale. 

In regard to dependent claim 8, Brown and Barlow disclose the limitations similar 
to those in claim 5, and the same rejection is incorporated herein. Brown further 
discloses wherein said source code defines a membrane, and wherein a visibility 
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attribute of said membrane is changed by said executable script (Brown Col 7 Lines 49- 
65 i.e. layers known as wallpaper that can be visible and manipulated and resized). 

In regard to dependent claim 9, Brown and Barlow disclose the limitations similar 
to those in claim 8, and the same rejection is incorporated herein. Brown further 
discloses wherein said membrane is defined as a layer in a cascading style sheet web 
page. (Brown Col 1 1 Lines 47-67 and Col 12 Lines 1-43 i.e. shows code that includes 
cascading style sheets). 

In regard to independent claim 10, Brown discloses a form definition component 
defining a data input screen and a data submission field (Brown Col 5 Lines 25-35 i.e. 
user enters commands and information); a style definition component defining a layer 
having a width and height at least as large as said data submission field; a function 
definition component responsive to said data submission field (Brown Col 1 1 Lines 47- 
67 and Col 12 Lines 1-43 i.e. shows code that includes cascading style sheets, which 
define widths and columns to submit forms submitted). 

Brown fails to specifically disclose rendering the data input screen inaccessible to 
prevent user input. However, Barlow discloses rendering the data input screen 
inaccessible to prevent user input (column 1, line 66- column 2, line 10). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
applicants invention to have combined Brown's method with Barlow's method, since it 
would have allowed a user to restrict access to data (Barlow: column 2, lines 8-10) 

In regard to dependent claim 1 1 , Brown and Barlow disclose the limitations 
similar to those in claim 10, and the same rejection is incorporated herein. Brown 
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further discloses wherein said layer is initially defined as hidden, and is made visible 
upon execution of said function definition. (Brown Col 7 Lines 49-65 i.e. desktop 
components are hidden beneath sub layers and not visible) 

In regard to dependent claim 12, Brown and Barlow disclose the limitations 
similar to those in claim 1 1 , and the same rejection is incorporated herein. Brown 
further discloses wherein said layer comprises one of plural layers in a cascading style 
sheet web page (Brown Col 7 Lines 49-65) (Brown Col 1 1 Lines 47-67 and Col 12 Lines 
1-43 i.e. layers known as wallpaper that can be visible and manipulated and resized). 

In regard to dependent claim 13, Brown and Barlow disclose the limitations 
similar to those in claim 10, and the same rejection is incorporated herein. Brown 
further discloses wherein said function definition component is executed in response to 
user operation of said data submission field. (Brown Col 14 Lines 44-48 and Col 16 
Lines 47-49) 

In regard to dependent claim 14, Brown and Barlow disclose the limitations 
similar to those in claim 10, and the same rejection is incorporated herein. Brown 
further discloses wherein said function definition component is executed solely within a 
client device to prevent subsequent data entry via said data input screen. (Brown Col 7 
Lines 49-65 i.e. desktop components are hidden beneath sub layers and not visible for 
the user to manipulate) 

In regard to independent claim 15, Claim 15 reflects similar subject matter 
claimed in claim 1 and is rejected along the same rationale. 
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In regard to dependent claim 17, Claim 17 reflects the same subject matter 
claimed in claim 3 and is rejected along the same rationale. 

Response to Arguments 

5. Applicant's arguments, see pages 2-3, filed 20 June 2005, with respect to the 
rejection(s)of claim(s) 1-17 under Brown have been fully considered and are 
persuasive. Therefore, the rejection has been withdrawn. However, upon further 
consideration, a new ground(s) of rejection is made in view of Barlow. 

Conclusion 

6. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

• Cuan et al. (US 2002/0004824): Discloses script locking. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kyle R. Stork whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
4130. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday (8:00-4:30). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Stephen Hong can be reached on (571 ) 272-4124. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Kyle Stork 
Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 21 78 
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